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Government lost no time in assuring the Princes that most
of the questions raised b}T them might be adjusted in course
of further consultations with the Government and the
legal representatives of the Princes. Some of these points
were dealt with by amendments moved by the Government
on the Report stage and others by elucidation of such
ambiguity as might have crept into the draft Bill.

We   shall  now  follow  the  course  of  so  complex  and
controversial a measure in its passage through Parliament.

<L AMENDMENTS   IN   PARLIAMENT

In December 1934 the Government moved a general
Resolution in both Houses of Parliament asking authoriza-
tion for submitting a Bill on the lines indicated in the majority
recommendations of the Select Committee. After three days'
debate in the House of Commons, and four days' debate in the
House of Lords, the resolution was carried by a substantial
majority. It was a decisive triumph for the Government,
which enabled them to pilot an acutely controversial Bill
through Parliament with greater confidence of success.

Although the main principles which underlie the measure
stood the test of severe criticism, Parliament made a number
of important amendments, adding some twenty-seven new
Clauses to the Bill. As the Bill had no Preamble, the
Government moved an amendment on the Committee
stage to retain the Preamble of the Act of 1919. " To
leave the Preamble on the Statute Book after the Act had
been repealed/' remarked Mr. Hugh Molson, M.P., " ap-
peared to many of us to be like preserving the smile of the
Cheshire cat after the Cheshire cat had disappeared/* *
But the inevitability of this arrangement was explained
by the Government. They found constitutional difficulty
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1 See Proceedings of the East India Association, June 26, 1935.